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ABSTRACT

A review of the literature dealing with tracking in
general, control systems, display systems, compensatory
vs. pursuit tracking, and auditory vs. visual displays.
It is particularly relevant to designing fire-control
systems for low-altitude antiaircraft weapons.
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LITERATURE REVIEW: TRACKING CONTROL MECHANISMS

AND DISPLAYS (LIGHT ANTIAIRCRAFT SYSTEM ORIENTED)

INTRODUCTION

Antiaircraft tracking has become increasingly important with the advent of
supersonic aircraft. While present antiaircraft systems may be quite capable of
offering adequate protection against high flying aircraft, protection against low fly-
ing aircraft is a serious problem. This discrepancy may be accounted for by the
difference in relative speeds of the two types of targets.

Until a system is developed that will automatically track a supersonic target
through firing, the ultimate responsibility for tracking falls on the human operator.
Therefore, the human element constitutes an important system parameter.

It is the intent of this paper to examine the various man-machine relationships
by a review of the pertinent literature. No attempt is made to offer specific con-
clusions as to what system would be optimum for any particular set of conditions.

PURPOSE

The purpose of thi s report is to present some general background information
pertinent to the design of tracking systems. The material presented herein is the
result of a survey covering the available literature related to the tracking mecha-
nisms and their components. This report will cover tracking in general, control
systems, display systems, compensatory vs. pursuit tracking, and auditory vs.
visual displays.
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Tracking in General

There are four primary types of tracking systems:

a. Direct (position)

b. Rate (velocity)

c. Aided (rate-aided)

d. Regenerative

For the purpose of this paper, our concern is chiefly with aided or rate-aided
and regenerative tracking since these are the types most generally used today. In
order that a more comprehensive understanding of rate-aided and regenerative
tracking may be gathered from this paper, a brief description of direct and rate
tracking is warranted.

Direct tracking systems are those which require operator to position a reticle,
cursor, etc., over a target by direct motion of his control. Whenthis type of track-
ing system is used, the wide range of target velocities encountered in the tactical
situation makes it necessary to compromise between coarse and fine control ratios.
This results in a control that is too coarse for smooth tracking at low rates and too
slow for accurate following at high rates.

Rate tracking systems are those in which the operator controls the rate of
output of a variable speed mechanism installed to make tracking more accurate.
Under this arrangement, the operator may turn the motor speed control to adjust
the velocity and indirectly the position of the gun, or other aimed unit, until it
matches the velocity and eventually the position of the target. Whilethis allows
the operator to follow high speed targets, hunting behavior results, for the operator
is unable to correct a position error without introducing an erroneous rate. This
erroneous rate causes overshooting unless the operator, through training and
experience, has learned to anticipate the response of the control and reduces the
corrective rate before the position error has been fully removed.

Rate-aided tracking is a combination of direct and rate tracking. In rate-aided
tracking, a control adjustment by the operator changes both the position and rate of
the tracking unit simultaneously. If the mechanism begins to lag the target, the
target rate has increased and the operator manipulates the control to reset the
mechanism on target, thereby simultaneously putting in a displacement correction
and an increased rate which is proportional to the displacement of the control.
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Fitts (13) in defining aided tracking used the following example:

"If a watch had a single adjustment that would set the hands when
the watch had lost a few minutes and also cause it to run faster
thereafter, the adjustment would make use of the aiding principle. "

In this example, a rate change has been made simultaneous with a position
change. The ratio between rate change and position change is the aided tracking
time constant and is expressed in seconds. The optimum time constant of a
system is dependent upon the response of the operator to the rate of change of the
error and the cumulative magnitude of the error before a corrective response is
made.

aided tracking time constant = change in position
rate of change

Theoretically, after getting on target, this tracking system follows a constant
velocity target without further adjustment. However, adjustments in azimuth,
angular height, and slant range must be made continually due to changes in angular
acceleration.

The tracking system that makes allowances for variations in target derivatives,
and is capable of adjusting its output to match these variations continually with
initial operator superviaion and control, is a regenerative system.

Regenerative tracking is based upon the assumption that the target's behavior
in the future bears a determinable relation to its behavior in the past. Shouldthe
aircraft deviate, 1. e., change speed, etc., the component of its motion correspond-
ing to the straight line projection will be supplied by the regenerative mechanism,

leaving only the deviation to be supplied by the operator. An assumption of this type
of system is that target course and velocity will remain constant for short periods
of time, thus allowing the operator to be removed from the system for brief inter-
vals such as during firing.

It has been suggested by Weiss (44) that the essential requirement for optimal
operation of a regenerative system is that the operator be given no ambiguous duty
to perform. He must, without exception, be called upon to supply the same
response to the same stimulus.

In regenerative tracking a computer utilizes the knowncharacteristics of the
target to generate trial values of rate. Smoothtracking inputs must be supplied by
the operator before the computer can regenerate the course. After receiving these
inputs, the computer will continue to track as long as the target characteristics,
1. e., course and velocity remain unchanged.
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Control Systems

Essential to the optimal accuracy of any tracking device is the utilization of
the proper type of control system. However, prior to the selection of a specific
control, consideration must be given first to the task to be performed and, second,
to the most efficient way to perform said task.

Since the tracking task is such a vital component of our air defense system,
it is important to assure maximum effectiveness under all conditions. In this
respect, it is not sufficient to merely provide for the average individual under
normal conditions. Instead, it is in the stress situation that the need for a well-
designed error-limiting control system becomes important. Fitts and Simon (12,37)
have reported that even when an individual greatly overlearns a response that is
contrary to an earlier learned response he will, under the stress of an emergency
situation, frequently revert to the earlier learned response. This phenomenon is
defined as a reversal error. Fitts (14) referred to the earlier learned habit as a
"population stereotype" or simply a preferred response, that is, that one of a
number of alternative responses which are cultural in origin that is made by the
greatest proportion of a population. Simon (37) investigated tracking performance
using both preferred and nonpreferred response patterns. It was reported that
stress resulted in more reversal errors for subjects utilizing nonpreferred responses
than for those performing on a preferred one. In order that we may reduce these
reversal errors, it has been suggested that control equipment be designed to utilize
preferred responses.

The essential tasks in any tracking situation are detection, acquisition, and
tracking. After acqutsition, the operator is required to track the detected target
through space. Azimuth, elevation, and range represent the dimensions by which
an object may be located in space. Most present systems require the operator to
track in azimuth and elevation while rather elaborate computer mechanisms supply
the range information. The azimuth and elevation controls may be either one-
dimensional dual controls or a single two-dimensional control.

The three most widely investigated types of controls are hand crank or hand-
wheel, joy stick, and knob. In handwheel tracking, optimal performance is dependent
upon anum ber of factors that may be built into the handwheel. They are size, speed,
inertia, and friction. Since these four factors are interdependent, it would perhaps
be better to consider them together rather than as separate entities.

The Foxboro Company, in a series of reports (9, 10, 11), covered these factors
quite thoroughly. It was stated in one of these reports (11) that the effects of
additional inertia, either in the form of a heavy handwheel or as a fly wheel, reduces
tracking error materially. This reduction in error is a most significant one, varying
between 40 percent and 50 percent depending upon the speed of tracking, the greatest
reduction being at high speeds (50 to 200 rpm). With this inertial effect present, it
is possible for the operator to hold a more constant speed of turning or to effect rate
changes more smoothly in pursuit tracking courses.
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While friction that is independent of the speed of control motion (coulomb
friction) is undesirable, it must be realized that small amounts are unavoidable in
mechanical systems. This friction often has an adverse effect on performance,
particularly if it is large in relation to the mass stiffness and viscous friction
(friction which is proportional to the rate of movement), in the system. This adverse
effect usually results in performance decrement arising out of an increase in ef-
fective frictional torque. On the other hand, viscous friction has been found to be of
definite advantage in many control systems. The beneficial results of this type of
friction tend to minimize the effects of small fluctuations in force and to damp out
high frequency oscillations, thus favoring maintenance of a steady output by the
operator. Under conditions where jolting and vibration are present, the presence
of this viscous friction, combined with the inertial effect mentioned above, enables
the operator to track a smoother and more regular course.

The size of the handwheel seems to be of little importance when studied by
itself. However, when this factor is combined with the optimum speed of rotation,
it suddenly looms larger as a factor to be considered as a contributor to optimum
tracking accuracy. Investigators have found that optimum handwheel size varies
directly with the speed of rotation. The maximum speeds recommended for different
sizes of handwheels varied from 140to 200 rpm, with 200 rpm representing the
human breakdown point -- that point at which the maximum effective speed of
rotation is reached. In conjunction with this, the recommended handwheel radius
varies from 2.25 to 4.50 inches. The smaller handwheel proves to be more ef-
fective at low speeds; at high speeds the reverse is true. It should be pointed out
here that gear ratios should be such that relatively high cranking speeds are neces-
sary. These gear ratios should be based on the probable velocity of aircraft to be
encountered in order to remain within the range of optimum rotating speed.

Of the other types of controls mentioned, there does not seem to be much, if
any, conclusive literature regarding their relative merits. However, certain
principles regarding their proper application can be stated. As in the case with
handwheel controls, the movement of joy stick and knob controls should be in the
expected or preferred direction, that is, a clockwise movement of the knob control
should produce a clockwise movement of the controlled element, and a deflection of
a joy stick to the right should cause a rightward movement of the controlled element.

No conclusive evidence has been uncovered that proves beyond any doubt the
superiority of one type of control over another. However, when an operator is asked
to track a target moving in two dimensions, a single, two-dimensional control seems
to be far superior to two one-dimensional controls.

Whenuttlizing a joy-stick type of control, it may be wise to remember that,
while gross adjustive movements may be made very rapidly, final precise adjustive
movements are very awkward. For this reason it has been recommended by Woodson
(46) that control ratios for each type of movement be adjustable by mechanical or
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electronic means. Also, of some considerable importance in the use of joy sticks
is the method of mounting. This is especially true for the smaller type of controls
which are operated by finger or wrist movements. In this case, a limb support in
the form of a rest under the forearm provides for steadiness in tracking and conse-
quently greater accuracy in making adjustive movements.

In a recent investigation, it was recommended that due to the relative im-
portance of comfort of the operator in the tracking task, design engineers should
avoid the use of long joy stick controls (19). Furthermore, joy stick length was set
at 18 Inches, except in situations where operator's workspace would necessitate a
reduction in size.

As a final statement regarding the selection of the proper type of control, it
must be pointed out that there is no definite answer to this problem. Ely, Thomson,
and Orlansky (8) have stated that for tracking on a PPIradar scope, a joy stick is
better, but when Visually tracking an aircraft in an antiaircraft system, two hand
cranks (handwheels) are better because the maximum control ratio for a joy stick
would be too low.

So far we have been primarily concerned with factors inherent in the tracking
system and their effect on tracking accuracy. While these are of prime importance
there are certain other elements that must be considered if we are to develop a
system of maximum precision. The first of these involves what has come to be
called the "principle of least effort." In keeping with this principle it has been
recommended in many studies that the operation of controls be assigned to the
lowest classification of body movements. These body movements are ranked
according to difficulty from least to most:

a. Finger movements

b. Wrist movements

c. Forearm movements

d. Shoulder movements

It is not meant to imply that controls should be used with sbeer simplicity of
movement as the sole criterion for selection; but on the other hand, a control
requiring a higher classification of movement should not be used when one of lower
classification yields the same results.
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Display Systems

In considering visual displays, first let us look at the radar scope as a
component part of the tracking system. The three most common types in use are
briefly defined below.

a. A-Scan or A-Scope - - In this scope, horizontal dimension is a time
sweep since radar target distances are measured only by the time consumed by a
pulse's travel to the target and back. They can be displayed as distances along
a calibrated base line. Usually this is made to read from left to right, the left side
of the scope representing pulse source and the right side the limit of the range being
scanned.

b. B-Scan - - The vertical dimension measures sweep time or range
(distance from source). The horizontal dimension represents the successive
angular orientations of the rotating antenna, and therefore indicates the relative
bearing of the target.

c. PPI-Scan -- The Plan Position Indicator presents a circular (polar
coordinate) map with the center the position of the radar antenna. Radial distance
is range and angular orientation is bearing.

The major factor to be considered in the design of display systems is the
determination of the task requirements placed Onthe operator using the equipment.
For the purpose of this report, the task with which we are initially concerned is one
of acquisition, and, subsequently, one of following the acquired target. It is
obvious then that both speed and accuracy in tracking are primary factors.

One of the essential characteristics contributing to the speed of acquisition is
scope size. If an operator is required to scan a scope during periods of no tracking,
then the scope size should be such that he is able to cover the complete scope in a
short period of time at maximum efficiency. It has been shown that scope sizes of
five or seven inches are just as efficient if not more so than scopes of larger size.
It is only when the task to be performed requires direct plotting or simultaneous
viewing by a number of persons that a scope of large size is likely or more desira-
ble. One other factor favoring a scope of small size in antiaircraft tracking systems
is the limited space available in the operator's compartment.

It has been previously mentioned that angular orientation on the scope face
represents bearing. On many scopes, grid markings are utilized for bearing
reference. These lines are radial and in most large scopes occur every ten degrees.
Used in conjunction with these lines is a numbered bearing dial outside of the
display to facilitate more accurate bearing estimation. For maximum accuracy,
it has been suggested by Woodson(46) that a solid line placed at intervals each 300

and dotted lines for each 100 be used as bearing markers. Most small displays
utilize a bearing cursor as a means of determining azimuth. This cursor is a thin
radial line which is brought into position to bisect the blip and extends out to the
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bearing marker. In much of the equipment in use today, the bearing cursor is
electronic and appears on the surface of the PPIas a stationary sweepline. Most of
the errors that might be due to parallax are avoided because the cursor is in the
same plane as the blip.

One question that undoubtedly arises in the design of tracking systems is:
If the operator's workspace is illuminated, will this illumination be detrimental

to his performance? Along this line experimenters have varied ambient illumination
from almost zero to several foot candles. It has been concluded by the majority of
these investigators that light moderately diffused is not detrimental to visibility on
a PPI if kept at or below the level of screen brightness. If the screen should be
hooded or shielded, ambient illumination may exceed the screen illumination slightly.
It was recommended by Smith and Boyes (38) that ambient illumination having no
detrimental effect on radar scope vision is on the order of 0.1 foot candle for the
unshielded screen. Scope hoods are recommended for a single operator when
ambient illumination cannot be adequately controlled.

A cross polarization filter technique has been used and has proved to be quite
adequate. This technique uses a polarized light source and a polaroid filter over
the scope face. Withthis technique, it is not necessary to work in completely darken-
ed rooms, thus allowing sufficient illumination for other personnel in the compartment
to carry out other tasks.

In some antiaircraft systems, optics of various magnifying powers are utilized
as displays. The effects of magnification illustrate the necessity for affecting
compromises in the design of equipment for optimal human operation. In an aided
tracking experiment (10), substitution of a six-power monocular telescope for an
open viewing tube reduced the average tracking error from 0.82 mil to 0.30 mil,
and a further increase to 20 power resulted in a further reduction of error to 0.26 mil.
The introduction of magnification in the tracking situation makes errors perceptible
sooner and favors more accurate observation of the rates of motion, seemingly per-
mitting prompter correction. It is important to point out here, however, that gains
attributable to magnification are offset to some extent by the loss of accuracy due
to diminution of field of view as well as to an increase in apparent velocities and
accelerations due to target or mount vibration. The constricted field of view makes
it difficult to get on and stay on target. The increase in apparent motion as well as the
reduced field make slewing more necessary as well as more difficult.

The atmosphere between target and observer also places a limit on the ultimate
precision that can be achieved in telescope viewing. Certain atmospheric conditions
such as heat shimmer or fog may cause distortion in vision. These distortions in-
crease in a direct proportion to increase in magnification. In order that the effects
of target distortion may be kept at a minimum, the power of the optic used in any
tracking system should not exceed the limits required by the task. The selected optic
should also be the result of studies considering the necessary speed of tracking,
mount stability, regularity of the course to be tracked, accuracy required, as well as
the size of the object or objects to be tracked.
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In a recent study by Kurke and McCain (28), it was recommended that a 2 1/2-
or 3-power monocular should be used to detect aerial targets at a range of la, 000
yds. It was assumed that the smallest magnification which would provide detection
at the maximum range required by a given system would be optimum magnification
for the following reasons:

a. Distortion due to shimmer and vibration are less pronounced.

b. With standard optics, the lower the magnification the larger the
field of view for acquisition.

c. Larger exit pupils are obtainable with low power optics for a given
objective lens. Large objective lenses are important under conditions of low
illumination such as dawn and dusk.

Compensatory vs. Pursuit Tracking

There are two distinct types of tracking tasks. They are compensatory and
pursuit tracking. The question naturally arises as to the difference between the
two and which is most accurate. In compensatory tracking the operator has to
manipulate the controls so as to keep the target aligned with a stationary reference
marker. The target movements which the operator views in the display system
stem from the movements of the control and the movements of the external target
that is being tracked. In pursuit tracking the target in the display moves as a
result of the movements in the real external target. The target follower is the
element moved by the control. The operator sees both the target movements and the
movement of the follower as two separate elements of the display with only the
latter under his control. Pursuit tracking is usually used in antiaircraft and other
fire control systems.

,

In a series of experiments conducted by Chernikoff, Birmingham, and Taylor
(4, 5) comparing compensatory and pursuit tracking, it was hypothesized that in a
one-dimensional tracking task and under conditions of no-aiding, pursuit tracking
would be superior to compensatory tracking. However, under conditions of aiding,
no difference in accuracy would be found between the two modes. In the undimen-
sional tracking task subjects were required to track a course varying in speed.
It was found that in the slowest course, there was no significant difference in error
scores between the two modes of tracking. Withthe other courses containing
frequencies 3, 6, and 9 times that of the slowest course, pursuit tracking was
significantly more accurate than compensatory tracking. The absolute difference
in favor of pursuit tracking increased as the course level difficulty increased.
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Whenthe tracking tasks were performed under conditions of no-aiding, pursuit
tracking resulted in less errors than did compensatory. Under conditions of aiding,
the amount of error in pursuit tracking was increased while the error in the compensa-
tory mode was decreased. Under aided conditions, no significant difference was
found between the two modes, but pursuit-unaided was significantly better than any
other condition investigated.

It was concluded by Chernikoff, Birmingham, and Taylor that the clear
advantage of pursuit tracking over compensatory tracking is brought about by the
separate display of target course input, control system output, and error. The
findings listed here do not mean, however, that in any tracking situation the pursuit
mode will prove most satisfactory. The selection of the proper mode should be a
result of the appraisal of the task to be performed, for there are many instances
when compensatory tracking should be employed.

Auditory vs. Visual Displays

The possible utilization of auditory displays in the tracking system has been
recognized as being quite feasible by numerous investigators. This utilization is
demanded by the need to lessen extreme visual burden on operators of present
complex visual systems. At the present time though, this type of display is in the
experimental stage. The probability does exist, however, that in some tracking
situations the visual display will be replaced by the auditory type.

It is the belief of most investigators that visual tracking is superior to
auditory tracking. While this statement might be true, we must not lose sight of
the fact that this may be a result of training rather than any great difference between
eye- hand coordination and ear- hand coordination.

Using auditory signals to represent the tracker's position in relation to
target, Humphrey and Thompson (22, 23, 24, 25) ran a series of studies designed
to compare auditory and visual tracking. In the initial study the investigators
found auditory signals could be used to present information in terms of spatial
location. In subsequent experiments, using continuous and discontinuous signals
over simple and complex courses, the investigators compared visual and auditory
tracking. As a result of these experiments, it was revealed that in situations
requiring a high degree of accuracy, visual displays are superior to auditory
presentations.
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SUMMARY

This report covers some of the design problems in antiaircraft tracking
systems. The primary types of tracking and tracking systems are briefly
discussed. Attention is focused on the types of controls and their arrangement,
physical forces inherent in or added to the control systems, and the dimen-
sions of controls. The types of displays, electronic and optical, are cited
and briefly discussed in regard to size, power, and other aspects. No
conclusions have been drawn as to what system or component is best at any
specific time or under any particular set of conditions; however, the general
advantages and disadvantages of each of these components are cited.

11



1. Andreas,

2. Andreas,

B. G., Murphy, D. P. & Spragg, S. D. S., "Speed of target
acquisition as functions of knob vs. stick control, position-
ing vs. velocity relationships and scoring tolerance". Uni-
versity of Rochester, UR/DOR, ScR. 3, July 1955.

B.G., &Weiss, Bernard, "Review of research on perceptual-
motor performance under varied display-control relationships.
University of Rochester, UR/DOP,ScR 3, May1954.

Britton, et a1. Electronic TimeMeasurements. McGrawHill
Bookce., NewYork, N. Y., 1949.

4. Chernikoff. Rube, et. a1. "A oomparison of pursuit and compensatory
tracking under conditions of aiding 'and no aiding". Journal
of Experimental Psychology, 1955, 49, 55-59.

3. Chance,

5. Chernikoff, Rube, et. a1. "A comparison of pursuit and compensatory
tracking in a simulated aircraft control loop." Journal of
Applied Psychology, 1956, 40, 47-52.

6. Deese, James and Ormond,Elizabeth. "Studies of detectability during
continuous visual search". WADCTechnical Report 53-8, Sept 1953.

7. Ellson,

8. Ely,

9. Foxboro

10. Foxboro

11. Foxboro

12, Fitts,

Fitts,

D.n. "'!he independence of tracking in two and three dimensions
with the B-29 pedestal sight". Wright Field Aero Medical Labora-
tory. TSFAA 694-26, 8 August 1943.

J .H., Thomson, Robert M., and Orlansky, J. "Humanengineering
guide for workplace layout and control design. Dunlap and
Associates, Hamden,Conn., November1954.

Company, "Handwheelspeed and the accuracy of tracking",
Report No.3 to Div. 7, National Defense Research Council,
12 May1943.

Company,
tracking
Counc LL,

"The influence of visual magnification on accuracy of
Report No. 90 to Division 7, National Defense Research
April 1945.

Company, "Inertia, friction and diameter in handwheel tracking".
Report No. 4 to Division '/, National Defense Research Council,
September 1943.

Paul M. "Psychological research on equipment design". Wright
Field Aero Medical Laboratory, Report No. 19, 1947.

Paul M. "Engineering psychology and equipment design". Hand-
book of Experimental,Psychology. edit by S.S. Stevens. John
Wiley & Sons, Inc., NewYork, N.Y. 1951 pp. 1287-1335.

12



14. Fitts,

Gerall,

16. Green,

Paul M. "Psychological aspects of equipment design".
United States Air Force Teclmical Report No. ,829, August 1949.

Arnold A. "Performance on a tracking task as a
position radius and loading of control cranks".
Psychology" • 1956, 41, .pp, 1.54~1'6.

R.F., Andreas, B.G., Norris" E.B. and Spragg S.D.G. "Perfor-
mance on a following tracking task (the S.A.M. two hand coor-
dination test) as a function of the continuity of the plane
and direction of movementof the control crank and target
follower". Journal of Psychology, 1955, 40 pp , 403-410

function of
Journal of

George S., Wickersham, Robert A. "Binocular summation of
geometrical patterns as a range indicator". ArmyMedical
Research Laboratory, Report No. 96, 7 October 19,2.

18. Hartman,', Bryce O. "'!he effect of target frequency on pursuit track-
ing". Medical Research Laboratory, Report No. 263, 20 March
1957.

17. Harker,

19. Hartman,

20. Hick,

21. Hick,

Bryce O. "'!he effect of joystick length on pursuit tracking".
ArmyMedical Research Laboratory. Report No. 279, June 1957.

W. E. "'!he effect of heavy loads on handwheel tracking".
Medical Research Council, 'Royal Naval Personnel Research
Committee, London, England, August 1946.

W. E.
a seen
Unit.

"'!he threshold for sudden changes in the velocity of
object'!. Medical Research Council, Applied Physics
September 1948.

22. Humphrey, Carrol E. 1. "Spatial orientation by means of auditory sig-
nals: An exploratory study". Applied Physics Laboratory.
John Hopkins University, January 19,1.

23. Humphrey, Carrol E., and '!hompson,John E. II. "Comparison of auditory
tracking with visual tracking in one dimension: A. Discontin-
uous signals, simple course." Applied Physics Laboratory,
Johns Hopkins University, September 1952.

24. Humphrey, Carrol E., and '!hompson,J. E. II. "Comparison of audft.ory
with visual tracking in one dimension: B. Discontinuous
signals, complex courses". Applied Physics Laboratory, Johns
Hopkins University, September 19,2.

2,. Humphrey, Carrol E., and Thompson,J. E. II. "Comparison of auditory
tracking with visual tracking in one dimension: C. Con-
tinuous signals, simple, intermediate and complex courses",
Applied Physics Laboratory. Johns Hopkins University,
18 April 19,3.

26. Katz, Milton S., and Spragg, S.D.S. "'!racking performance as a
function of frequency of course illumination". Journal of
Psychology, 19,5, ~. pp. 181-191.

13



27. Krendel,

28. Kurke,

29. Lincoln,

30. Mechler,

31. National

32. Pearl,

33. Rockway,

34. Senders,

3.5. Senders,

36. Shackel,

37. Simon,

38. Smith,

39. Sobczyk,

)u0. Sobczyk,

Ezra S. "Design of tracking devices with regard to human
requirements •. HEM200/1 APP 100. 30 June 19,1.

Martin 1. and McCain, Claude N. Jr. "Low power optical sys-
tems and aerial target detection". Technical MemorandumNo•
.5-57. u. s. Army Ordnance Human Engineering Laboratory,
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland. June 19,7.

Robert S., and Smith, Karl U. "Visual tracking: II. effects
of brightness and width of target". Journal of Applied Psy-
chology, 19.52, 36, PP. 417-421.

E. A., Russel, J.B. and Preston. M.G.
optimum aided tracking time constant".
1949, 249. pp. 327-334.

n 1he basis for the
J. Franklin Institute.

Research Council.
Washington, D. C.

HumanFactors in Undersea Warfare.
1949.

Betty E., et. a.l, , "Visual tracking. IV Inter-relations of
target speed and aided tracking ratio in defining tracking
accuracy". Journal of Applied Psychology. 19.5.5.39. pp.
209-214.

Mart¥ R. et , a1. "'!he effect of variations in control dis-
play ratio during training or transfer to a low ratio". WADC
Technical Report No• .56~10, October 19,6.

John W., et. a1. "Comparison of a single operator Is performance
with team performance on a tracking task". WADeTechnical Note
.55-362. July 1955.

J. W•.• and Cruzen, M.
pensatory and pursuit
February 19.52.

"Tracking performance on combined com-
tasks". WADCTechnical Report .52-39,

B. "Somedesign requirements for optimum humantracking per-
formance". Medical Research Council, Applied Psychology Re-
search Unit, Cambridge. England.

Charles W. "Effect of stress on performance with preferred
and non preferred instrument design". American Psychologist,
19.51,~, p. 387.

A. A. and Boyes. G. E. "Visibility on
of CRTbias and ambient illumination".
chology, 19.57, 41. pp. 1.5-18.

radar screens: the effect
Journal of Applied Psy-

A. "Aided tracking".
Laboratory. R-430.

Mass. Institute of Technology,
17 September 1943.

Radiation

A. "Aided tracking". Mass. Institute of Technology, Radiation
Laboratory, R-4.52. 4 November1943.

14



41. Swartz,

42. Washer,

43. Washer,

44. Weiss,

45. Weiss,

46. Woodson,

Paul, st , ale "Performance on a following tracking task as
a function of radius of control cranks". Journal of Psy-
chology. 1954, 37, pp 163-171.

Francis E. and Williams, Helen B. "Precision of telescope
pointing for outdoor targets". Journal of Research of the
National Bureau of Standards. 1946, J£, pp. 479-488.

Francis E., and Scott, Leo. "In.fluence of the atmosphere
upon the precision of telescope pointing". Journal of
Research of the Bureau ?£ Standards. 1947, ,22, PP. 297-302.

H. K. Regenerative tracking." A study of theories and met.hodsn.
Antiaircraft Artillery Board,CampDavis, North Carolina.
17 March 1943.

H.K. "Aided tracking for ranging devices~ Antiaircraft
Artillery Board. Fort Bliss, Texas. 19 April 1945.

Wesley E, "Humane~ineering guide for equipment designers".
United States Navy Electronics Laboratory, San Diego, Cali-
fornia. 1957.

15



DIS'JRIBUTION LIST

U.S. Arrrry, Office, Chief of Ordnance
U.S. ArrrryOrdnance 'Iank-Automotive COl1llllalld
U.S. Arnw Ordnance Arsenal, Frankford
U.S. Army Ordnance Arsenal, Picat:lnny
U•S. ArrrryOrdnance Arsenal, Redstone
U.S. Army Ordnance Arsenal, Rock Island
U•S. ArrrryOrdnance Armory, Springfield
U.S. Arnw Ordnance Arsenal, Watertown
U.S. Army Ordnance Arsenal, Watervliet
Office of U.S. Army Ordnance Research, Duke Station
Quartermaster Research & Development Center
HumanResources Research Branch, Office of the Surgeon General
Document Service Center, Armed Services Technical Information Agency
Diamond Ordnance Fuse Laboratories.
Technical Information Library, Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.
Hqs U.S. Army Ordnance Weapons Command
Operations & Personnel Research Division, Office of the Chief of Staff
Army Medical Research Laboratory
U.S. ArrrryOrdnance Test Activity, Yuma Test Station
U.S. Army Ordnance Test Detachment, Ft. Churchill
Hqs U.S. Army Ordnance Training Command,Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.
Office of Naval Research Branch Office, Tufts College
Naval Research Laboratory
Army Chemical Center
White Sands Proving Ground
Joint Liaison Office, Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md.
U•S. Army Leadership HumanResearch Unit
U.S. ArrrryArmor HumanResearch Unit
U.S. ArrrryInfantry Human Research Unit
U.S. Army Artillery Board
U.S. ArrrryArmor Board
U•S. ArrrryInfantry Board
U.S. Army Air Defense Board
HumanResources Research Office
U.s. Navy Electronics Laboratory
Canadian ArrrrySta1"f (Washington)
Operations Research Office
American Institute for Research
Hughes Airera!'t Company
The Franklin Institute
Sperry Gyroscope Co. (Utah)
HumanBhgineering Laboratory

Copies

2
2
2
1
2
1
1
1
lL
1
1
1
10
2
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
2
24

, .




